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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line two, 
"comprising following steps" should be "comprising the following steps." Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 8 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nakajima et al. (US 2001/006500 A1). 

Regarding claim 8: 

Nakajima discloses a method for burning an optical disc in an optical recording 
system comprising the following steps: 

(a) writing data onto the optical disc according to a write strategy and reading an 
RF signal from the optical disc (paragraphs 64-65); 

(b) processing the RF signal (paragraph 66); 

(c) generating delay signals according to the processed RF signal by: 
delaying the processed RF signal (Fig. 10: DF11-DF15); 

outputting a control signal according to a standard clock and the processed RF 
signal (paragraph 114: the control signal is the enable signal from the counter); 
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generating a delay signal according to the control signal and the delayed RF 
signals (paragraph 114: the delay signal is the accumulation value Jr); and 

(d) configuring the write strategy according to the delay signals (paragraph 73); 

wherein the delay signal is formed by a plurality of delay bits received from a 
plurality of buffers, each buffer connected to a delay cell (Fig. 10: DFi 6 is a plurality of 
buffers, because it stores accumulated information, as described in paragraph 113. 
Although it is depicted in Fig. 10 as one item, it is in fact a plurality of cells as detailed in 
Fig. 4. DF 17 is a delay cell, because it delays outputting the accumulated signal until it 
receives the enable signal from the counter, as in paragraph 1 14, and the two are 
clearly connected in Fig. 10). 

Regarding claim 11: 

In the method of Nakajima the RF signal is read from a lead-in area of the optical 
disk (paragraph 5: the test recording is done in a predetermined area. In the standard, 
that area is the lead-in area). 

Regarding claim 12: 

In the method of Nakajima the write strategy in step (d) is configured according to 
the material and manufacturer of the optical disc (paragraph 37: it is fine tuned for each 
optical disk, so it inherently must adjust for variations in material and manufacturer). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 1,4-7, 13, 14, 15, and 16 are allowed. 

5. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 
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Regarding claim 1 : 

The closet prior art of record, Nakajima, contains most elements of the claim as 
noted in the previous action. In particular, Nakajima teaches a buffer set connected to a 
delay chain. However, Nakajima fails to teach or suggest the buffer set having a 
plurality of buffers each connected to a delay cell for receiving a delay bit of the 
delay signal transmitted from the delay cell. These elements in combination with the 
other elements of the claim render it allowable over the prior art of record. 

Regarding claims 4-7, they are dependent on claim 1. 

Regarding claims 13-14, they contain language similar to claim 1. 

Regarding claim 15: 

As it is similar to claim 8, the closest prior art of record, Nakajima, contains most 
elements of the claim as noted in the rejection of claim 8 above. 

Additionally, Nakajima discloses delaying the processed RF signal with a delay 
chain having a plurality of delay cells connected in a cascade manner (Fig. 10). 

However, Nakajima fails to teach or suggest wherein an output of each delay 
cell is coupled to a clock input of a following delay cell. These elements in 
combination with the other elements of the claim render it allowable over the prior art of 
record. 

Regarding claim 16, it is dependent on claim 15. 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments regarding claims 8 and 11-12, filed April 19 th , 2006, have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
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Regarding claim 8: 

Applicant has argued (page 10), that the addition of the method limitation 
corresponding to original claim 3 renders the claim allowable. 

It is true that the language of the original claim 3 has been added to claim 8, and 
that claim 3 was not rejected. However, claim 3 included additional elements and 
interstructural relationships not claimed in the amended claim 8. Because these 
elements are lacking, claim 8 has still been rejected over Nakajima, as noted above. 

In particular, Applicant asserts (page 10) that the delay cells (DFFn-DFF 15 ) of 
Nakajima are separated from the buffers (DFFi 6 , DFF17). However, as noted above, the 
examiner has interpreted DFFi 6 as the buffers and DFFu as another set of delay cells; 
claim 8 only requires that each buffer be connected to "a delay cell," and DFF 17 and 
DFF 16 are clearly connected. 

This is opposed to the original claim 3, which required that the buffers be each 
connected to a delay cell for receiving a delay bit of the delay signal transmitted 
from the delay cell; in Nakajima, DFF 17 and DFFi 6 are in the other order, so that the 
delay cells are connected for receiving the delay signals transmitted from the buffers. 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 12, Applicant has only argued that they are allowable 
because they are dependent on claim 8. As the Examiner has rejected claim 8, this 
argument is not persuasive. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher R. Lamb whose telephone number is (572) 
272-5264. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM to 6:00 PM Monday to 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Korzuch can be reached on (571) 272-7589. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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